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Weldon Spring Citizens Commission

'3 7305 Highway 34 South
i St. Charles, Missouri 63304 _,':
huty 24, 2000
Mr. Stephen McCracken, Project Manager
United States Depariment of Energy
Weldon Spring Site Remedial Action Project Office
7295 Highway 94 South

8t. Charles, Missouri 63304

Operable Unit at the Chemical Plant dree of the Weldon Spring Site, June 1999
(DOE«’GMH-?‘S-?J.?).

Dear My, McCracken:

This fetter is in response to the USEPAs fina) decision rendered on May 12, 2000 fegarding the
dispute resolution Protess concerning the Record af Decivign Jor Remedial 4ction Jor e
Graimdwater Operable {1 gt the ¢ hemical Plant Areq of the Weldon Spring Site, September,
1999 (DOE/OR/2i 548.- -+ The Commission appreciales the Sppottunity to offer whatever

contamination of groundwater under the chemical plant area as well as adfacent areas that may be - -
T -potentially impacted in the future, Based upon-discussions with 2 representative from EPAs, . . o 0

1 Tegional gffice at our Jusy Commissian_'méeting- At is clear that the initial proposed remedy has
Sl semained essentially intact with the addition of some suggested consi ations for-pilotstud

. _‘g'ommcnt's_"rrma_in _suhéiuniiaflyf_i;nchangéd‘fmfﬁ our last response on Ju
T many aspeetshave been-adurpssed or-clarified since Sast year.

e To summiarize, the Commigsion dgrées with the proposed action.as descritied in.aliemative #9
i “combiried ith long-term ﬁa_ﬁﬁitor_i_ng of the growundwater and springs’- This agteement js
L contingent upon additionaf strengthening of the.plan most natably if: thrajeas of contingéricy °
¢ ... Panning amd lohg-term ﬁtég.uq'rdshi!i_“.w& fécl_i['isfal:iprd]:lr’.iale to addrasg stewapdship issues in. .-
T this document since asteviardship planis referensed in'Section 2 6f the GWOU RQD published.

1 September, {996, [t jc recognized that many of the stewardship fssues identified here are -
o s wvirrently under discussion anid review and the PTOBTesS is encouraging, however, these issues
. .T_thuld'bc-iid-:umemed 43 a'maiter of public record and are thus inchided a5 part of this formag!

Our specific comments are presented helow and are organized by major issue area, G+ e =
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-~ --Benerally agreed 1hat some form of Contingency planni

U Ieniah #2 - Cum[iréh'c_ﬁ;ii'c stewardship plan . .

'ﬁ..'.';_Cr\:;ll.taminmiun above acceptable heatth bused levels is |

Specificity in how (hese events would be dealt -with (e, wh

i The Chosen gl Cmalive Should ingarp rate sopme form, af Tangwéér:mf-sréﬁﬁﬁdfﬁﬁi plEH
] ___;upp‘i't:mhntctwhe-hrrga I TONNotiNg and agtive remedial
L 'gruundwmﬂr-uw Testrictions will be requireq of adjacent fan
. then the anticipated stakchnldcrs must be identified and (he roles
. potentinlly impacied parties need to be considered. .

i anticipated outcome, over time, is a
decreasing concentration in the groundwater for g) contaminants. The proposed plan calis for

the incorporation of elternative #2 {leng-term monitoting) to supplement the active remediation

described in altemative #9. The only mention of contingency Planning under either of these
alternatives was in the FS in the discussion of aliemative #2 wh i

INg water sources complets with
Contaminant spegifjc trigger vels for each action. The well fieig contingency pian Provides g

modet of the type of stagey  ateols and action leveis we envision.

The issue of planned responses to-exceedences of monitorin

2 parameters zmd Cmergencies was . .
‘broughit up in the Commission’s comments to REV. B of th

¢ DOE site' stewardship Plan. Tt was -

“E was advisable for a limited ser for
“eredible and foreseegh)s events”, Wentification of th

& who is responsible

foraddigasing
will be nunﬁfd'],ﬂcj BRI

0N COmpinents propesed.. If -~
dawners for the foreseeable future, ...
and responsibilities ofali - T

ikely to he Present in the Eroundwsater for

I require same form of yge restticlions that may well

extend beyond DOE' pProperty boundaries, The institutional controls and stakeholder

Agreements thal wi] fikely be necessary are currentiy under discussion andg more detailed

explanations are being deveioped in g sequential manner. The Commission agrees with this N
Hee § fully define many of the controls may not be wvailable T T
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cably tied 10 the BOVEmUentTs - r-sin i
s SoRIENLS A responsibilities exprossed o g Stewant

The draft Stewardship plan that the

Commission has reviewed and submitted initial colmments ag,
is an encouraging first step towarg add

ressing many of the long-term ~omprehensive issyes of
concem to the Commission. We weleo

me the opportunity 1o work with the DOE and the other
stakeholders in the furiher refining of this plan as an integral parl of the comprehensive remedy
for the GWOU apd site as a whole, o :

Insvre #3 . TCE'cleanup goal/sirategy

Ot specify exactly how many rounds of injection aye 1o be
inj crhative #9 is 10 achieve g TCE

emtining when the

stience and coupled with the a4 criteria of
debatable eriteria) makes thic i
it i3 fine, bui it is, i
benchmari.

The Commission tecommends that the rationale for determining when the process should be
-Concluded of extended needs to be decig

beforchand. 1t jg fecognized that bench scale fes; ed
éﬁprdai:h s a"i’nqas'i_lre bﬁ_unq&ju&int}ﬂ wisocialed with it Fhis is alf
Front with the realistic limitatiogs.of what i aéhievable using |
“detailing fhe decision stratepy so the public can rack ffeld vs
qum,jgd UDON Criter i strategy ¢

hf'.' PI‘GPCISQ'd lEChﬂ{)!ng}- ai‘td- .. . :_ .
- Expected perfoimance aga;

i aliernative g9
Spungs. The Commission jg also

aMenuation will, gyer time, lessen
the chemical plan sjje. This

issues identifieg it the comments.. ___ .
1erm COMmUNity acceptance of this, 1he last of e major
Weidon Spring Site, is inextri

gent upon the resolution of the
© prospects for long-

N companents of the

above. Th
Temediatio
C

1p Plan referenceq in this ROD,
E C:'LWINDDWS'LWJNW{)RDIGWDULTR.DGC-hdi
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The continued dialog with stakeholders in the evolutionary development of this plan wiil be the
true testament to the ultimate success or failure of this project.

. Bincerely,

Weldon Spring Citizens Commission
Dr. Glenn Hachey, Chair
Richand Hamped

itz Hoftmeister

Paul Mydier
Donald Price

Larry Sharp

ce:  Joe Ortwerth, St. Charles County Government

Mike Duvall, St. Charles Cousity
Dan Wall, EPA Region VII
Robert Geller, MDNR,

- Larry Erickzon, MDNR -
Cindy Kemper, MDNR

~ John Young, MDNR .
Tom Pauling, DOE
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	Letter: Second Comment Period for Proposed Plan for Remedial Action for the Groundwater Operable Unit at the Chemical Plant Area of the Weldon Spring Site, June 1999 (DOE/OR/21548-733). 



